
GUIDELINES FOR: RECOMMENDING NAMES FOR CITY PARKS AND 
RECREATIONAL FACILITIES 

The Parks and Recreation Board, believing that one of its primary 

functions is the recommendation to the City Council of names for parks 

and recreational facilities, incl~ing any improvements, or part thereof 

within a park; and 

Believing that precedence has been set: therefore issues this statement 

of its basic governing principles; and 

Affirms that, where possible, names will reflect prominent land 

features; and 

Affirms that parks and recreational facilities may be dedicated in memory 

of a person; and . -
•• 

Affirms that common reference, especially where the playgrounds share 

the same site with a school facility may be used; then 

Assures that the name of no living person will be recommended; and 

Assures that no officially named park or facility will be changed; and 

Assures that the board will publicize proposed names for two weeks 

before sending recommendations to the City Couacil. 

Adopted by the Parka and Recreation Board - 3uly 25, 1978 

Reaffirmed by the Parks and Recreatioa Board - April 24, 1984 
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M E M 0 R A N 0 U M 

To: All Department Heads and Administrators 

From: Richard L. Ridings. P.E .• Director 
Public Works and Engineering 

Date: October 1. 1984 

Subject: Street and Facility Naming Policy 

Transmitted herewith is a copy of the subject policy approved by the 
City Council on September 13, 1984. Please include this policy in 
your files for future reference. 

If you have questions concerning the policy, please contact ~ 
"MtlrcllisQ.ft or Nathan Schneider at &wteusi01r !~10. 

#\ .. 1~~1· 

Richard L. Ridings, P.E., Director 
Public Works and Engineering 

RLR:JDM:ph 
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CITY OF AUSTIN 
STREET AND FACILITY NAmNG POLICY 

I. Purpose 
A. To establish uniform procedures for naming City streets and 

facilities that will provide individual citizens, citizens' 
groups or City Departments consistent guidelines for 
initiating such action. 

II. Facilities 
A. Current practice 

1. Generally projects are referred to by type plus number 
(Fire Station No. 27), geographical (Northwest 
Recreation Center), district (Montopolis Health Center), 
street (Manchaca Branch Library), or use (Senior 
Citizens Activity Center) when initiated in the Capital 
Improvements Program. These references usually continue 
with the project through design and construction and 
result in these references being used on the building 
plaques. 

2. On rare occasions a facility has been named, during the 
preliminary phases, for an individual that has provided 
outstanding service to the City. 

· 3. Occasionally, an existing facility is renamed to honor 
an individual that has provided outstanding service to 
the City. 

B. General building types 
1. Following are general building types constructed by the 

City. An asterisk denotes facilities recommended for 
naming considerations. 
a. Aviation (Airport) 

* (1) Terminal Building 
(2) Associated Buildings 

* b. Brackenridge Hospital 
c. Electric 

* (1) Administration Building 
(2) Service Yards 

* {3) Power Plants 
d. Emergency Medical Services 

{1) Stations 
e. Energy Management 

(1) Offices 
f. Fire 

(1) Administration Building 
(2) Fire Prevention Building 
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( 3) Stations 
(4) Training Structures 

* g. Health 
(1) Neighborhood Clinics 

* h. Human Services 
(1} Neighborhood Centers 

i. Libraries 
* (1) Main Library 

(2) History Center 
* ( 3) Branch Libraries 

j. Parks and Recreation 
* ( 1} Administration Building 
* ( 2) Recreation Centers 
* ( 3) Senior Activity Center 
* ( 4) Swirrming Pools 
* (5) Parks 
* ( 6) Playgrounds 

(7) Rest Rooms 
(8) Service Yards 
(9) Special 

k. Police 
( 1) Administration Building 

_) (2) Training Building 
(3) Neighborhood Stations 

l. Public Events 
* (1) Auditorium 
* ( 2) Coliseum 

m. Public Works 
( 1) Service Yards 

(a) Administration Buildings 
(b) Utility Buildings 

n. Purchasing 
(1) Stores Buildings 

o. Urban Transportation 
(1) Maintenance Buildings 
(2) Austin Transit 

p. Vehicle Services· 
(1) Service Yards 

(a) Administration Buildings 
(b) Garage Buildings 
(c) Utility Buildings 
(d) Radio Shop 

q. Water & Wastewater 
(1) Service Yards 

(a) Administration Buildings 
(b) Utility Buildings 

(2) Main Administration Building 

) 
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r. General Office Buildings 
* (1) Municipal Building 
* (2) Municipal Annex 

(3) Rebekah Baines Johnson Building 
Recommendations 
1. Building Facilities, Parks, Pools and Playgrounds 

a. Only facilities directly serving the public will be 
named. The most logical facilities are those with 
asterisks on the list of building types in II.B. 
Features within facilities, such as fountains, 
reflective pools. scecial rooms, special features or 
equipment, can be d d1cated to the memory of worthy 
individuals by appropriate plaques wjthout actuall~ 
naming or renaming the facilit,. fhis alternative 
can recogn1ze the valuab e contributions of 
citizens, employees killed in line of duty, and so 
forth. 

c. Recognition plaques for deserving individuals or 
groups may be placed in individual facilities. 

d. Buildings, parks or other facilities previously 
named for individuals shall not be renamed. 

e. Facilities may be named for deceased or living 
persons. For a living person to be considered they 
shall have established creditable service to the 
community and City of Austin. 

f. New buildings should be considered for official 
naming upon completion of the schematic design in 
order that the official name can be established and 
made a part of the dedication plaque. The Public 
Works Department staff will alert the User 
Department in the event the Board/Commission or 
Department desires to submit an application for 
officially naming the project. If an application is 
not submitted, the project reference in the C.I.P. 
will be used on the dedication plaque. 

g. Establish an application procedure for naming new 
facilities or renaming existing facilities not 
previously named for an individual. 

Application Procedure 
1. User Departments, Boards or Commissions may submit 

applications for naming new facilities during the early 
planning phases. The Public Works Department staff will 
alert the User Department adv~sing them of this option • 
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2. Names for new facilities may be initiated by any person 
or group and submitted to the Public Works Department. 
Applications will contain information as follows: 
a. A biographical sketch of the person whose name is 

suggested. Substantiate person's involvement in the 
community or departmental activity. 

b. Provide justification for name if it is not that of 
an individual. 

c. Provide a statement noting the appropriateness of 
the facility, facility activity, and the person 
being recommended. 

d. In the event the application is for renaming an 
existing facility, it shall include an e$timate of 
cost to the City for replacement of signs and 
plaques. 

3. Completed applications after being reviewed by the 
Public Works staff will be submitted to the board or 
commissions having jurisdiction for the appropriate 
department or the Planning Commission in the absence of 
any board or commission. The board or commission will 
then make its recommendation to the City Council at 
least four weeks prior to consideration by the City 
Council. 

4. The City Council may accept special gifts and consider 
specific conditions concerning names. 

5. Applications for renaming existing facilities will 
follow the preceding procedures and must be initiated by 
the City Council, a Board or Commission or User 
Department. 

III. Street Name Changes 
A. Ordinance 80 0214-A (attached) is an appropriate document 

for street name c·hanges. 
B. Recommended amendments to the Ordinance 

1. Article III, Section 31-lOl(a) - Director of Engineering 
changed to read Director of Public Works. 

2. Article III, Section ~1-101(c) - Engineering Department 
changed to read Public Works and Engineering Department. 

3. Article III, Section 31-102(a) . - Engineering Department 
changed to read Public Works and Engineering Department. 

4. Article III, Section 31-102(a)(5) - Public Works 
Department changed to read Public Works and Engineering 
Department. 

5. Article III, Section 30-103(b) - Engineering Department 
changed to read Public ~larks and Engineering Department. 

6. Article III, Section 31-103(a) -Engineering Department 
changed to read Public Works and Engineering Department. 
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7. Article III, Section 31-103(c)- Engineering Department 
changed to read Public Works and Engineering. 

C. This ordinance does not apply to temporary ceremonial street 
names honoring an individual. 

IV. Forms 
A. PBD 061284 - Application for Facility Naming 

Approved by C i ty C au n c i1 on ___;Jc~e.J..e___:...f~_~ .. _...,...:._f.,....;f!...;.r __ l;..."1_., _l_f_Y_tf_'_ 

5 

,~ 



·, 

) 

) 

rr==========================CITY OF AUSTIN, TEXAS=========== 

1 
ORDINANCE NO. 80 0214-A 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 31, "STREETS, SIDEWALKS AND PUBLIC 
PLACES," OF THE AUSTIN CITY CODE, 1967, AS AMENDED, BY ADDING 
THERETO A NEW ARTICLE, ARTICLE VIII, "STREET NAME CHANGES 11

; 

PRESCRIBING RULES, DUTIES, AND FEES; REPEALING ALL CONFLICTING 
ORDINANCES AND RESOLUTIONS; SUSPENDING THE RULE REQUIRING THE 
READING OF ORDINANCES ON THREE SEPARATE DAYS; AND DECLARING 
AN EMERGENCY. 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AUSTIN: 

PART 1. That Chapter 31, "Streets, Sidewalks and Public Places," 
of the Austin City Code, 1967, as amended, is hereby amended 
by adding thereto a new Article, Article VIII, "Street Name 
Changes,• to read as follows: 

ARTICLE III. STREET NAME CHANGES. 

Sec. 31-100. Purpose. 

The purpose of this ordinance is to establish 
uniform criteria and procedures, applicable to all 
persons, groups, firms, and agencies, for the per­
manent change of city street name. 

sec. 31-101. Application. 

(a) An application (request) may be filed with 
the city director of engineering in the form of a 
petition signed by 

(1) not less than fifty (50) percent of 
all owners abutting the subject city street. 
"Owners• of such abutting property shall be 
determined by the city director of engineering 
from the then current city real property ad 
valorem tax roll; or, 

(2) a duly authorized officer or attorney 
representing a governmental subdivision, agency, 
or department; or, 

(3) both (1) and (2) above. 

(b) The application shall state: 

(1) the present official city name of the 
street; 

==·------m·-· · ===========================:::J 
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(2) the proposed new name; 

(3} the name, address, and telephone number 
of one person with authority to represent binding 
commitments and take official action relative 
to such street name change on behalf of each 
unincorporated association, group, or entity, 
if any, applying; 

(4) the name of each person, group, agency, 
or entity requesting the street name change; 

(5) statement of each reason, from among 
those hereinafter listed, claimed for such street 
name change. 

(c) The application must be accompanied by 
the application processing fee in the sum of one 
hundred dollars ($100.00), payable, unconditionally 
and without right of any refund, to the City of Austin, 
and in the form of cash, cashier's or certified check, 
and be accompanied by payment or be paid prior to 
any owner notification by the engineering department, 
to the City of Austin for the manufacture and in­
stallation of new street name signs, calculated in 
amount as hereinafter prescribed, payable in like 
form except as to refunds; provided, however, no 
department or subdivision of the City of Austin shall 
be required to pay such monies in such forms. 

(d) The director of urban transportation shall, 
among other things, comment and advise whether a 
proposed street name is of such non-English language 
letter forms or of such number of letters as to require 
a non-standard or outsize sign to accommodate such name. 

Sec. 31-102. Notice; administrative review. 

(a) The application shall be referred from 
the engineering department to the following depart­
ments and entities for review, comment and return: 

(1) planning departmen·t; 
(2) urban transportation department; 
(3) fire department; 
(4) police department; 
(5) public works department; 
(6) county engineer of the county or 

counties in which the subject street is situated; 
(7) Southern Union Gas Company; 
(8) United States Post Office; 
(9) Others as may be determined appropriate 

under the circumstances by the director of 
engineering. 

I . 
' 
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(b) The engineering department shall be respon-
sible for sending notification personally, by mail, !\ 
by telephone, or by any one or any combination thereof, 
to the said abutting owners. ! 

(c) Applications for street name changes may 
be considered for any one or more of the following 
reasons, which must be specified in each application: 

(l) Technical. 

(i) To establish continuity of the 
street's name, i.e., to assure one name 
for a public way commonly traveled as a 
single thoroughfare, although the center­
lines of segments thereof do not match, 
as the city council may determine; 

(ii) To eliminate name spelling 
duplication, phonetic duplication, or 
misspelling; 

(iii) To enhance ease of location 
otherwise; 

(iv) To bring coherence to the street 
numbering system designation (east, west, 
north, south); 

(v) To provide necessary roadway desig­
nation (Street, Road, Lane, Circle, Drive, 
Boulevard, and similar designations); 

(2) Recognition. To honor a person, place, 
institution, group, entity, event and similar 
subjects. 

(3) Neighborhood enhancement. To enhance 

I 
I 
i 

a neighborhood through association of the 
street name with its location, area character­
istics, history and the like. 

(d) The new street name sign charge shall be 
determined by the director of urban transportation 
and shall be based upon an average cost per sign 
calculated at the beginning of each fiscal year 
(considering prevailing and projected market costs, 
or prior bid costs, or combination thereof in any 
part, to cover estimated labor and material for 
installing then-standard city street signs) applied 
to the number of signs the said director finds required 
for the new street name. 

I~ 
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. (e) All applications found consistent upon 
rev1ew, comment and decision with a said stated reason 
or reasons and meeting or exceeding the other require­
ments hereof will be submitted, along with city depart­
mental and city subdivision comments, to the city 
council for action without a public hearing, or for 
such action after a public hearing if any said abutting 
property owner opposes the proposed street name change. 
The city council may dispose of any application before 
it as it deems fit. 

Sec. 31-103. Post-council procedure. 

(a) Applications approved by the city council 
shall be implemented by the department of ~rban trans­
portation upon notification to do so by the engineering 
department. 

(b) In the event an application is denied by 
the city council, the new street sign manufacture 
and installation charge shall be refunded to the 
applicant's duly authorized representative or repre­
sentatives to be payable on unconditional endorsement 
only, and, if more than one named applicant, payable 
jointly. 

(c) The urban transportation department, upon 
completion of the new street name sign installation, 
will notify the engineering department and the city 
clerk in writi~g. 

(d) The city clerk shall provide a copy of 
each street name change ordinance, as recorded in 
the city clerk's records, with a copy of the sketch 
map locating and delineating the extent of the affected 
city street, to all governmental subdivisions, agencies 
and departments, and all entities, which participated 
in the review and comment process, as well as the 
city tax department, and others as may be requested 
by the director of engineering. 

sec. 31-104. No city estoppel. 

No defect or omission by the City of Austin 
in processing an application or in implementing this 
ordinance of privilege shall estop, bar, or prejudice 
or impair the free exercise by the city of its powers 
and duties or materially affect or im?air the validity 
of a city street name change. 

1'1 -4-
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II. 

NEW BOND ELECTION PRIORITIES 

PARKS AND RECREATION BOARD 

YOUTH-AT-RISK, ADULT, SENIOR AND HANDICAPPED 
ACCESSIBILTIY PROJECTS 

2.5 million 
2.5 million 

2.5 million 
2.95 million 
2.5 million 
1.0 million 
1.0 million 

~ave Springs Recreation Center 
~dult / Senior Activity Center - South 
Austin 
~arque Zaragoza Recreation Center 
~~ontopolis Area Sports Complex 
~Recreation Center Repairs 

v Adaptive Accessibility 
~outh At Risx Special Facilities 

14. 9€) million Total 

BARTON CREEK, TOWN LAKE AND COLORADO RIVER BASIN LAND 
ACQUISITION AND DEVELOPMENT 

11.5 million 

' y~r•J J....__-J.{'~ o. o million 
/" .5 million 

5.0 million 
5.0 million 
2.0 million 
1. 0 million 

v' arton Creek Land Acquisition & Trail 
Development 
q6wn Lake Land Acquisition ~ 

/ 

vTown . Lake Clean-up Equipment 

35.0 million 

'--'S·ite Work, Trails and Pedestrian Access 
~iree & Turf Restoration and Irrigation 
~~aptive Accessibility 
~olorado River Park Development 

Total 

III. MUSEUMS AND HISTORIC STRUCTURES 

3.5 million Restoration and renovations of City 
Museums and Historic Structures 



HEHORAHDUH 

TO: Parks and Recreation Board 

FROM: Manuel A. Mollinedo, Director 
Parks and Recreation Department 

DATE: July 2, 1991 

SUBJECT: Construction of a wave barrier for erosion control, at 
1301 N. Weston Lane. 
File I SP-91-0142DS 

A request has been received from Kerry Blackmon ASLA, on behalf of 
Indue Chitaru, to construct a stacked limestone rock wave barrier for 
erosion control at 1301 N. Weston Lane. 

Attached are details of the project and the review comments from the 
Parks and Recreation Department staff. 

The site plans meet the requirements of Article VI, Division 4, Part E 
(Requirements for the Construction Of Boat Docks) of the Land 
Development Code (including all amendments). 

I recommend approval of the request to construct a wave barrier for 
erosion control at 1301 N. Weston Lane, in accordance with Site Plan 
I SP-91-0l42DS. 

If I can provide you with any additional information, please contact 
me. 

Manuel A. Mollinedo, Director 
Parks and Recreation Department 



D I S T R I B U T I 0 N M E M 0 R A N D U M 11-JUN-1991 

TO: 
FROM: 

COMMENT DUE DATE: 19-JUN-1991 
SITE PLAN REVIEW DIVISION/PLANNING DEPT 

SUBJECT: DEVELOPMENT PERMIT ONLY SP-91-0142DS 

PROJECT: WAVE BARRIER FOR EROSION CONTROL 
(SHORELINE MODIFICATION) 

1301 N WESTON LA 

CASE MANAGER: NEWMAN, MIKE 499-2706 

APPLICATION DATE: 11-JUN-1991 

ZIP: 78733 FULL PURPOSE 
WATERSHED: Lake Austin RURAL WATER SUPPLY 

OWNER: INDUE, CHITARU (512)258-8753 
1301 WESTON LANE AUSTIN, TX 78733 
CONTACT: KERRY BLACKMON 

AGENT: BLACKMON, KERRY 0., ASLA (512)258-8753 
6304 AVERY ISLAND AVENUE AUSTIN, TX 78727 
CONTACT: KERRY BLACKMON 

SITE PLAN AREA: 0.000 ACRES 
UTILITY OR STORM SEWER LENGTH: 

EXISTING ZONING; 
EXISTING USE: 

TRACT ACRES/SQ FT 

0.000/ 0 

RELATED CASE NUMBERS (IF ANY): 

OTHER PROVISIONS: 
QUALIFIES AS A SMALL PROJECT 
TIA IS NOT REQUIRED 
FEE RECEIPT t: 0983823 

( 0 SQ FT) 
0 LINEAR FEET 

PROPOSED USE 

WAVE BARRIER 

SUBD NAME: ROB ROY ON THE LAKE SECTION ONE 
BLOCK/LOT: BLOCK A LOT 33 
PLAT BOOK/PAGE: 83 PAGE 112D-114B 

VARIANCES/WAIVERS,BONUSES: 

** REVIEWERS - PLEASE USE NEW COMMENTS TRACKING SYSTEM ** 



REVIEW COMMENTS 

TO: SITE PLAN PROCESSING CASE MANAGER: Newman, Mike 

FROM: FILE NUM: SP-91-0142DS 

PROJECT NAME: WAVE BARRIER FOR EROSION CONTROL (SHORELINE MODIFI 

LOCATION: 1301 N WESTON LA 

DUE DATE: 19-JUN-1991 

REVIEWER: MARSH, PETER 

DATE: 18-JUN-1991 

PD 1. This project meets the requirements of the City Code. 

PD 2. The Parks and Recreation Board have not yet considered this 
request, it is anticipated it will be presented to them at the meeting 
to be held on June 25, 1991. 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: Parks and Recreation Board 

FROM: Manuel A. Mollinedo, Director 
Parks and Recreation Department 

DATE: July 2, 1991 

SUBJECT: Construction of boat dock at 1313 Weston Lane 
File I SP-91-0124DS 

A request has been received from Lucy Frost to construct a single-slip 
boat dock with side slip and deck over at 1313 Weston Lane. 

Attached are details of the project and the review comments from the 
Parks and Recreation Department staff. 

The site plans do not meet the requirements of Article VI, Division 4, 
Part E (Requirements for the Construction Of Boat Docks) of the Land 
Development Code for the following reasons: 

1. Section 13-2-795(2) requires a 10' side property line setback. 

2. 

This set back is not indicated on the plans, nor is the exact 
location of the dock to enable the set back to be determined. 

Section 13-2-795(1) allows a maximum length into 
from the shoreline. The overall length of the dock 
32', however the distance of the end of the 
shoreline is not shown. 

the lake of 30' 
is indicated as 
dock from the 

3. Section 13-2-793 requires that docks over 25' wide have a light 
station on each corner farthest from the shoreline. No navigation 
lights are indicated on the plans. 

The material proposed for use as piers in this dock is Cedar, a natural 
decay resistant timber that has no chemical treatment. 



Parks and Recreation Board 
Boat dock, 1313 Weston Lane 
July 2, 1991 
Page\p 

Recommendation 

I recommend approval of the request to construct a single-slip boat 
dock with side slip and deck over at 1313 Weston Lane, in accordance 
with Site Plan #SP-91-0124DS subject to: 

1. A 10' side property line setback be provided in accordance with 
Section 13-2-795(2) of the City Code. 

2. The dock extend a maximum of 30' from the shoreline into the lake. 

3. Navigation lights be provided in accordance with Section 13-2-793 
of the City Code. Because of the unique configuration of this dock 
three light stations should be provided, one at each of the three 
corners farthest from the shoreline. 

If I can provide you with any additional information, please contact 
me. 

Manuel A. Mollinedo, Director 
Parks and Recreation Department 

MM:PM 



D I S T R I B U T I 0 N M E M 0 R A N D U M 15-MAY-1991 

TO: 
FROM: 

COMMENT DUE DATE: 23-MAY-1991 
SITE PLAN REVIEW DIVISION/PLANNING DEPT 

SUBJECT: DEVELOPMENT PERMIT ONLY SP-91-0124DS 

PROJECT: FROST BOAT DOCK 

1313 S WESTON LA 

CASE MANAGER: HAMILTON, SHAW 499-2751 

APPLICATION DATE: 15-MAY-1991 

ZIP: 78733 LIM. PURPOSE 
WATERSHED: Lake Austin RURAL WATER SUPPLY 

OWNER: FROST, LUCY 
1313 WESTON AUSTIN, TX 
CONTACT: LUCY FROST 

78733 

SITE PLAN AREA: _1'7D iSS LJJ•s· 
UTILITY OR STORM SEWER LENGTH: 

EXISTING ZONING: 
EXISTING USE: 

( 

(512)328-6474 

.!-!' 29185200 SQ FT) ft//1- SA ,. -
0 LINEAR FEET j L 

TRACT ACRES/SO FT PROPOSED USE 

RELATED CASE NUMBERS (IF ANY): 

OTHER PROVISIONS: 
QUALIFIES AS A SMALL PROJECT 
TIA -IS aK;vmEn /~t't: tt..-~ !J 
FEE RECEIPT t: 916198 

SUBD NAME: 
BLOCK/LOT: 
PLAT BOOK/PAGE: 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 
LOT 36, BLOCK A, ROB ROY ON THE LAKE 

VARIANCES/WAIVERS,BONUSES: 

** REVIEWERS - PLEASE USE NEW COMMENTS TRACKING SYSTEM ** 



REVIEW COMMENTS 

TO: SITE PLAN PROCESSING CASE MANAGER: Hamilton, Shaw 

FROM: FILE NUM: SP-91-0124DS 

PROJECT NAME: FROST BOAT DOCK 

LOCATION: 1313 S WESTON LA 

DUE DATE: 23-MAY-1991 

REVIEWER: MARSH, PETER 

DATE: 24-MAY-1991 

PO 1. A 10' side property line set back must be maintained, Section 
13-2-795(2). This set back is not indicated on the plans, nor is the 
actual location of the proposed dock dimensioned. 

PO 2. The dock can extend a maximum of 30' into the lake from the 
shoreline, Section 13-2-795(1). The overall length of the boat dock is 
indicated at 32', however the distance from the sho~eline is not 
provided. 

PO 3. Navigation lights in accoradance with Section 13-2-793 are to be 
provided. In particular subsection (2}(B)(2) that requires docks over 
25' wide to have a light station on each corner farthest from the 
shoreline. 

PO 4. This request has NOT been approved by the the Parks and 
Recreation Board. It is anticipated that it will considered at their 
meeting to be held on June 25, 1991. 



MICHAEL A & L U C Y N F R 0 S T 

May 14, 1991 

Attn: Director of Parks & Wili!IH~ 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

This letter accompanies an application for approval to build a boat dock at my 
residence, located at 1313 Weston Lane on Lake Austin. The legal descripti9n of ... 
the property is Lot 36, Block A, Rob R9y on the Lake. t/)v(}tA...Lvl- ,. ~ £~<.1<.-£...-
a_.f 1../:L_.l_ · ;.:~r'~",-<- idu~~'L.J i:> f~C/~. r. tJ 

The boat d6ck as planned will be approximately 400 square feet and will not 
require shoreline modifications. 

We would like to begin building June 1, pending J.Our approval and building 
pe~its. J..u_.. rk;?~ ~~atO '~ Lii-: &. ~ dv..-tU7!-! 

-h..(,.d'fl cf:--~-- 1«-J.L-&U cUt-1<-?tJ<LI k ./tuJ;f a,t_./_ 'it~~~--'- ~~ 
Please 1et me know if there is any further information you lequire. 'Thank you ~u ~ 
for your careful consideration. 

Lucy Frost 

dd wuton lane, luatcn, fi 71753. 51i/321 -il71. Fix 512,321-3178 
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M E M 0 R A N D U M 

TO: Parks and Recreation Board 

FROM: Manuel A. Mollinedo, Director 
Parks and Recreation Department 

DATE: July 2, 1991 

SUBJECT: Construction of single-slip boat dock, at 4211 iatersedge 
Cove. File #Sp-91-0123DS 

A request has been received from Signor Enterprises, on behalf of 
Stephen and Debra Jurco, to construct a single- slip covered boat dock 
with adjacent covered deck, at 4211 iatersedge Cove. Attached are 
details of the project and the review comments from the Parks and 
Recreation Department staff. 

The site plans do not meet the requirements of Article VI, Division 4, 
Part E (Requirements for the Construction Of Boat Docks) of the Land 
Development Code for the following reasons: 

1. Section 13-2-795(2) requires a 10' side property line setback. In 
this instance the proposed dock would be constructed within an area 
already recessed from the shoreline, which is only 5.5' from the 
side property line. The Board can grant a variance from this 
provision. 

2. Section 13-2-795(3) requires that development be limited to 20% of 
the total shoreline. The proposed boat dock is to be located in the 
existing recessed area which is 32' wide, the maximum that can be 
developed (20% x 115') is 23'. In previous circumstances where this 
situation has occurred the above ground construction has been 
limited to the maximum allowed, 23' is sufficient to construct a 
boat dock, with an open deck constructed at ground level over the 
remaining recessed area. Additionally, the Board could grant a 
variance to allow construction in excess of the required 20%. 

Reco .. endation 

I recommend approval of the request to construct a single-slip covered 
boatdock and adjacent deck at 4211 iatersedge Cove, subject to: 

1. A variance to Section 13-2-795(2), 10' side property line setback, 
being granted. 



Parks and Recreation Board 
4211 'liatersedge 
July 2, 1991 
Page 2 

2. Above grade development along the shoreline not exceeding 23' (20% 
of the total shoreline length of 115'). 

If I can provide you with any additional information, please contact 
me. 

Manuel A. Mollinedo, Director 
Parks and Recreation Department 

MM:PM 



D I S T R I B U T I 0 N M E M 0 R A N D U M 14-MAY-1991 

TO: 
FROM: SITE PLAN REVIEW DIVISION 
SUBJECT: DEVELOPMENT PERMIT ONLY 

COMMENT DUE DATE: 22-MAY-1991 

SP-91-0123DS 

PROJECT: JURCO RESIDENTIAL BOAT DOCK 

4211 WATERSEDGE COVE 

CASE MANAGER: NEWMAN, MIKE 499-2706 

APPLICATION DATE: 14-MAY-1991 

ZIP: 
WATERSHED: Lake Austin 

FULL PURPOSE 
RURAL WATER SUPPLY 

OWNER: JURCO, STEPHEN & DEBRA 
5602 PALISADE COURT AUSTIN, TX 78731 
CONTACT: STEPHEN JURCO 

AGENT: SIGNOR ENTERPRISES, INC. 
5446 HWY. 290 WEST AUSTIN, TX 78735 
CONTACT: RUSTY 

(512)452-0229 

(512)327-6064 

SITE PLAN AREA: 0.021 ACRES ( 899 SQ FT) 
UTILITY OR STORM SEWER LENGTH: 

EXISTING ZONING: 
EXISTING USE: BOATDOCK 

TRACT ACRES/SQ FT 

0.000/ 0 

RELATED CASE NUMBERS (IF AHY)I 

OTHER PROVISIONS1 
QUALIFIES AS A SMALL PROJECT 
TIA IS NOT REQUIRED 
FEE RECEIPT #: 916197 

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION1 

0 LINEAR FEET 

PROPOSED USE 

BOATDOCK 

SUBD NAME: WATERS EDGE 
BLOCK/LOT: LOT 28 
PLAT BOOK/PAGEI BOOK 84, PAGE 64C 

VARIANCES/WAIVERS,BONUSES: 

** REVIEWERS - PLEASE USE NEW COMMENTS TRACKING SYSTEM ** 



REVIEW COMMENTS 

TO: SITE PLAN PROCESSING CASE MANAGER: Newman, Mike 

FROM: FILE NUM: SP-91-0123DS 

PROJECT NAME: JURCO RESIDENTIAL BOAT DOCK 

LOCATION: 4211 WATERSEDGE COVE 

DUE DATE: 22-MAY-1991 

REVIEWER: MARSH, PETER 

DATE: 24-MAY-1991 

PD 1. Section 13-2-795(2) requires a 10' side propertry line setback. 
Because the proposed dock will located in the existing recess this is 
is impossible to achieve. A variance from section 13- 2- 795(2) is 
required from the Parks and Recreation Board. 

PD 2. Section 13-2-795(3) requires that development be limited to 20% 
of the total length of the shoreline. This proposal would develop 32', 
the maximum is 23'. A variance from this section is required from the 
Parks and Recreation Board or the width of the development reduced to 
the permissible size. 

PD 3. Navigation lights in accordance with Section 13-2-793 are to be 
provided. If the proposed dock is approved at 32' wide, particular 
attention is drawn to subsection (2)(B)(2) that requires docks over 25' 
wide to have a light station at each corner farthest from the shoreline. 

PD 4. This request has NOT been approved by the Parks and Recreation 
Board, it is anticipated that it will be considered at their meeting to 
be held on June 25, 1991. 



Date: 

To: 

From: 

May 13, 1991 

Director Parks and Recreation Department 

Signor Enterprises Inc. 

Subject: Dock permit, legal address: Lot 28, section I, Waters 
Edge subdivision. 

We are requesting approval of our residential boat dock plans at 
4211 Waters Edge Cove for construction in June 1991. 

The slips are to be built from CCA pilings. 

This additional construction should not adversely affect any 
shoreline erosion, drainage, or other environmental concerns. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

~~ 
Rusty Signor 



ADOPTED BUDGET SCHEDULE 
(Council Action 06-20-91) 

Wednesday, June 19 
Council Goals and Budget Over.'iew 
9:00 a.m. 
Town Lake Center 

Thursday, June 20 • Thursday, July 18 (to be announced) 

June 2-t, 1991 

•. -!-

... ·;_ / ·~·. --

City Manager Presentation of Draft Policy Budget to Boards/Commissions 
Town Lake Center 

Wednesday, July 10 
Council Retreat 

Thursday, July 18 
Public Hearing on Budget 
1:00 p.f!i. (need to set public hearing time) 
Council Chambers 

Wednesday, July 31 
Presentation of Proposed Budget to Council 
1:00 p.m. 
Town Lake Center 

Friday, August 2 
City Manager Presentation to Boards/Commissions 
3:00 p.m. 
Town Lake Center 

Tuesday, August 6 
City Council Budget Worksession 
10:00 a.m. 
Town Lake Center 

Tuesday, August 13 
City Council Budget Worksession 
10:00 a.m. 
Town Lake Center 
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Thursday, August 22 
Council Budget Worksession 
1:00 p.m. 
Town Lake Center 

Thursday, August 29 
Public Hearing on Operating and Capital Budget 
1:00 p.m. (need to set time for public hearing) 
Council Chambers 

Tuesday, September 3 
Council Worksession 
10:00 a.m. 
Town Lake Center 

Thursday, September 5 
Public Hearing on Operating and Capital Budget 
1:00 p.m. (need to set time for public hearing) 
Council Chambers 

Friday, September 6 
Council W orksession 
1:00 p.m. 
Town Lake Center 

Monday, September 9 
Public Hearing on Electric and Water/Wastewater Rates, Cost Allocation 
and Rate Design 
1:00 p.m. 
Council Chambers 

Tuesday, September 10 
1:00 p.m . 
First Reading: Adopt Operating Budget 
Council Chambers 

Wednesday, September 11 
1:00 p.m. 
Second Reading: Adopt Operating Budget 
Council Chambers 

Thursday, September 12 
1:00 p.m. 
Third Reading: Adopt Operating Budget 
Council Chambers 

·~ 



I!EI!OllAHDUI! 

TO: Parks and Recreation Board Members 

FROI!: Manuel A. Mollinedo, Director 
Parks and Recreation Department 

DATE: June 26, 1991 

SUBJECT: Recommendation of New Concessions for Public Hearing 

The Concession Committee has selected the following sites for consideration 
by the Board as possible new concession locations (see attached maps): 

1. Butler Pitch and Putt Golf Course, Map 3, Site S-4A. The Contract for 
managing the course has expired. The primary issue involved with 
continuing a golf operation at this site is safety from errant golf 
bal~s requiring either netting or re-design of the course layout. The 
Board may also wish to consider alternative uses for the area. 

2. Organic Demonstration Garden, Map 2, Site S-3-0G (southern 
panhandle)-As proposed, a two acre garden programmed to demonstrate 
organic methods of horticulture. Issues include suitability of 
location in terms of pa~king and traffic density, as well as commercial 
use of the produce at the adjacent Majestic Diner restaurant. 

3. Boat Rentals, Map 3, Site S-5-BR; Map 4, Site BR; Map 5, Sites BRl, 
BR2, BR3, Bll4. Boat .rentals could be any non-power boats, such as 
canoes, rowboats, sailboats, etc. Issues include visibility, access and 
parking, water traffic congestion and safety. 

4. Food and Drink Kiosks, same locations as Boat Rentals. Structures could 
be limited in size. Other issues include trail congestion and litter. 

5. Boat Rentals (sculls), Map 2, Site Til. Issues include possible conflict 
with highway right-of-way and whether to allow auxiliary food service. 
Additional concerns are possible trail congestion, accessibility, water 
safety, and litter. 



In conformance vith the Concession Policy the Board must decide which of 
the potential concession areas listed above shall go forward to a public 
hearing on September 24, 1991. Signs notifying the public will be posted 
sixty days prior to the hearing for those sites selected by the Board. 

If you need any additional information, please call Rick Fuszek, Management 
Audit Specialist, at 499-6723. 

Manuel A. Mollinedo, Director 
Parks and Recreation Department 

MAM:RF 

tfl 
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2220 BARTON SPRINGS ROAD 

Mr. Manuel Mollinedo, Director 
Austin Parks and Recreation Department 
1500 W. Ri versicle Drive 
Austin, TX 78704 

May 23, 1991 

Dear Manuel, 

AUSTIN TEXAS 78746 

After writing a final report this week end I will be essentially finished with my duties as 

president of the Austin Area Garden Council. I came into the job with some dread, but am leaving 

with an optimistic view, in spite of these fmancially troubled times. One of the most notable 

achievements of the AAGC this year was to build a close and constructive relationship with you 

and your administrative staff at the PARD. We also are finally teaming up with the Parks Board, 

have worked clo~er than ever with Ted Fisher and his staff, and now have a very good dialog with 

th~ Botanical Garden Society. You and yotU' staff have been a very important catalyst in making 

that hap~n. I have thoroughly enjoyed getting to know you personally this year, and can spt:ak 

fm the entire AAGC in thanking you for helping to make this a very good year for us. 

Betty Millis will provide excellent leadership for the Garden Council this year, and she is 

anxious to continue the clo~ working relationship with the PARD. I believe you will enjoy 

working with her and our new executive committee. And of courr.,e we will continue to support 

you however we can. 

Thank you ag:.tin for your suppon and friendship. 

Sinc~rely, 

Jerry Brand 

A NON -PROFIT ORGANIZATION DEDICATED TO THE BEAUTY OF AUSTIN THROUGH THE ADVANCEMENT OF HORTICULTURE IN CENTRAL TEXAS 
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June 12, 1991 

;\ffr. Stuart Strong 
City of Austin Parks and Recreation Dept. 
P.O. Box 1088 
Austin, Texas 78767 

Dear Stuart, 

I was dismayed to hear of the Parks Board recommendatiion regarding transfer of C.I.P. funds from the 
veloway to the Town Lake Bikeway. Even more disturbing is the fact that our office was not notified of 
this action before the meeting with the Planning Commision C.I.P. subcommittee or the public hearing at 
the Planning Commission on Tuesday night. 

We have spent tho1:1sands of dollars and four years on this project, not to mention our commitment of land 
and money for the construction of the veloway. As a vital component of this project, we insist on being 
included in any meetings, conversations or correspondence ~th the State Parks and Wildlife Depanment 
and any other P.Olitical entities that can impact the project. 

Si~ 

Gary Bradley 

cc Manuel Mollinedo / 

PAR;\3 .t:.ND R .-: ·:~::.;iiON 
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June 11, 1990 

~s. Carolyn D. Nelson 
Deputy Director 

NATIONAL 
CMC 
LEAGUE 

City of Austin Parks & Recreation 
1500 W. Riverside Drive 
Austin, TX 78704 

Dear Carolyn: 

Office of tlu Chairman 
Henry G. Cisneros 

Congratulations on being named a 1991 All-America City! Ye at the National Civic 
League salute your dedication to innovative, collaborative community problem­
solving. The 1991 All-America City Award program was a tremendous success, due 
largely to the quality of the 97 applications and the strong community spirit of 
the 10 winning communities. 

We hope that your year as a 1991 All-America City is productive and exciting, and 
look forward to working with you throughout the coming months. Please contact 
us if you have questions, comments or suggestions for us here at the League, and 
please let us know how your year is going. 

For the third consecutive year, we salute The Allstate Foundation for their 
support of and involvement in the All-America City Award program. The success 
of this program is largely due to the generous funding of The Allstate 
Foundation. 

Again, congratulations and have a wonderful All-America City year. Please call 
Betsy Horsley, Director of the AAC program, or Chris Gates, Vice· President of the 
National Civic League, if you have any questions. 

4-ly,7~ 
Henry Cisneros 
Chairman ~~@!ERWJI® 

JUN 1 4 1991 

PARKS AND RECREATION 
Cll't Of AUSTIN 

1445 MARKET STREET, SUITE 300, DENVER, CO 80202-1728; 303-571-4343/FAX: 571-4404 
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TO: Wm. R. Stock~on, P.E., Direceor 
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oepa.J:"emen't of Public Wod:s and '!'ra.nsporea.tion 

FROM: Cynehia J. Hill, Acting Supervising Att ·~rney 

OATE: June 12, l991 

SO'BJ'ECT: 1) Does th• Parks a.nd Recreation Board have the 
authority or responsibility to recommend payment for use 
of parkland for City water/wastewater lines? 

2) Is the City required to pay for the use of parkland 
for other than parks purposes? 

SQMMARY OP OPINION 

l) The Parks ~nd Recreation Board (MBoard") is an advisory body 
only to the City council and City Mana;er. The Board ' s 
functions are described at Ci~y Code Section l0-4-24, and do 
not include the autho~ity or responsibili~y to set values on 
easements required to be placed within designated parkland. 
The Board is not precluded from makinq_such recommendations as 
it deems fit in the exercise of its advisory duties. 

2) Chapter 26 of Texas parks and Wildlife Code does not require a 
municipality to make payment to itself for an alternative use 
of desiqnated parkland that is also to be owned and controlled 
by the municipality, although a notice and public hearing 
procedure is required to authorize an alternative use for 
aesiqnated parkland~ ~he City is no~ preven~ad from 
administratively shifting expenses from depar~ments so lonq as 
other laws or ordinances do not prevent such shifting. 

STATIJ1ENT OF OUES:tiON,LISSUES . 

You have asked whether the Board has the authority or 
responsibility to recommend to City Council that a proposed C.I.P. 
project across parkland, involvinq the designation of a wastewa~er 
line, be charged a fee or price for the use of such parkland for 
easemen~ purposes. rurther you have asked whether the City must 
receive consideration for easements in desiqnated parkland that ie 
authorized pursuant to the Texas Parks and Wildlife Code, Chapter 
26. 



Memorandum to wm. R. Stockton, P.E., Direc~or 
Depar~mQn~ of Public ~orks and Tra~sporta~ion 
Page 2 

SHORT A..~SWEB 

The shor~ answer eo the first question is that the Board does not 
have ~he exp~ess autho=ity or responsibility to advise Ci~y Counci: 
on the value to be set for uses of City-owned parkland for othe= 
than park purposes. However, the Board is no~ prohibited fro~ 
rendering such adv~se to the City Council. 

The short answer ~o the second question is ~hat a municipali~y is 
not required to pay for the use of Ci~y parkland for a non-profit 
projec~. Chapter 26 of the Texas Parks and Wildlife Code requires 
easements to be authorized only after a notice and public hearing 
procedure in which appropriate findinqs concerninq the proposed 
alternative u•• of the parkland are made. In the event the 
proposed alternative uae rises to a sale of a part of the parkland 
to a third party, ~· an easement for private use, an election to 
authorize such sale of parkland is required by 5253.001 of the 
Local Government Code. Fair market value must be received for the 
sale of parkland S272.00l Local Governmen~ Code. Proceeds from an 
authorized sale of parkland may only be used tor certain purposes. 
S253.00l(d). The City Char~ar, Art. l, 53, does noe require 
paymene for use of City park property for other City projects or 
programs. The City ~s not prevented from adminstratively chargi~g 
for ~he use of City tacilities between departments. 

piSCUSSION 

The City Code, l9Bl, as amended, Section l0-4-24, describes the 
functions of the Parks and Recreation Board. 

The Board is assigned the task of advising tha City Council and 
City Kanaqer on the following issues: 

l) acquisition, development, - improvemene, equipment for and 
~aintenance of parks and public playgrounds owned by the Ci~y; 

-
2) £uture development of the public parks, playgrounds and 

recreational facilities, 

3) studyLng and recommending pu:ehase .of addditional land; 

4) improvements on the maintenance, operation and qeneral welfare 
of public parks, playgrounds and recreational facilities and 
the use of the same by the public; and 

~) for development of new parks and playgrounds, outlininq the 
general plan of dev•lopment, inclua~ng landscaping, roads, 
trails, buildinqs anci equipment, whic·h upon detailed 
development by Public Works ana Planning Departments, shall be 
reveiwed and approved by City council, and followed as the 
development occurs, unless amendments to the plans are 
approved by the Board and City Council. 510·4-24. 



Memorand~ ~o Wm. R. Stock~on, P.E., Director 
Department of Public Works and Transpor~ation 
Page 3 

Nowhe:e is there described a rol1! for the Board in assessing or 
valuing alternative uses of parkl~nd, such as easements, etc., for 
other City projects. In discharging its duties as an advisory 
board, hovever, the Board may make such recommendations as it 
believes vill assist City Council in making decisions concerning 
the use of parkland. 

The Texaa Parks and Wildlife Code, Chapter 26 precribes the 
procedure which the City must follow to authorize the •use or 
taking" of parkland for any "program or project•. 

This Chapter requires notice and a public hearing, af~er vhich City 
Council must find that l) there is no feasible and prudent 
alternative to the use or takinq of the landJ and 2) the program 
or project includes all reasonable planning to minimize harm to the 
lana, as a park, resulting from such use or takinq. 

Chapter 26 does not require a municipality to make payment to 
anyone for such approved alternative use or takinq of parkland, if 
the use or taking ia related to another City-owned project. 
However, this Chapter does no~ preclude the requirement for such 
payment, if such a policy decision is made by the City Council. 
The City Charter, Art. 1, S3, does not require payment for use of 
City park property for other City projects and proqrams. 

I hope this information proves useful to you. 

Granger 
ity Attorney 

Approved by: 



~ City of Austin •• t 1 Foun?ed by Conwe~s . Republic of Texas. l839 
· • \tunt<.:tpal Butldtng. Etghth at Colorado. PO. sox 1088 . .-\uslln. Texas 18167 Te.epnu r- c:- : __ . 

June 19, 1991 

Honorable ~ayor and Members of the City Coundl 
City of Austin 
Austin, Texas 

~ayor and Members of the City Council: 

The cooperative community attitude that earlier this month earned Austin an 
All America City designation allows us to present today a working draft of a 
balanced Policy Budget 

This draft Policy Budget is in substantial compliance with current Financial 
Policies and assumes: 

o Current property tax rate. 
:1 Current electric, water and wastewater rates. 
:1 yser fee increases, including 

a Increasing the residential solid waste fee from 59 to 510/month and 
increasing landfill fees 

o Increasing the drainage fee from $1.30 to $3.32/month 
:1 Increasing the anti-litter fee from $1.15 to $1.45/month 
:1 Increasing Brackenridge Hospital rates an average 8,.. 

Financing tht NinttitS, the finandal issue paper presented in March, discussed 
key budget issues including a projected $10.1 million shortfall. This Policy Budget 
closes that gap through the efforts of the: 

o Mayor and Members of the City Council 
o City Management Team, Focus Groups and the Workforce At Large 
:1 Austin Community, including City Boards and Commissions 

who have applied direction, experience, aeativity and long hours to the City of 
Austin's 1991·92 finandal plan. 

The Central Fund, which comprises approximately 2SCI of the budget, is 
supported primarily through taxes and transfers from the Enterprise funds. In 
March, we projected a $10.1 million gap between revenues and expenditures. 
Additional expenditures and further reductiON in revenues inaeased the gap to 
$22.9 million. Through our cooperative efforts, the gap is dosed. 

~r~ra~n~s~m~itw~~~~L&~tt~v~----------------------------------------T-1 



Toward achieving that balance, this draft Policy Budget: 
~ Consolidates with other departments the General Services Department 

(GSO) and the Public Information Office (PIO), reducing the number of 
General Fund departments to 17 and providing for administrative cost 
savings. 

The GSD consolidation eliminates 23 positions and saves an estimated 
$370,000. The PIO consolidation eliminates three positions and saves 
approximately $110,000. Additional consolidations are under study. 

~ Privatizes selected services for a projected savings of $167,000. 
Additional privatization opportunities are under consideration. 

:l Reduces General Fund personnel and administrative costs by 
S 1.8 million. 

~ Reduces General Fund executive positions by 15% (six positions). 

o Reduces positions supported by the General Fund by 116. 

Q Shifts $1.5 million in costs from the General Fund to other funds. 

u Improves cost allocation methods to benefit the General Fund in the 
amount of $2.9 million. 

~ Inaeases utility transfer payments to the General Fund by $9.5 million. 

The Enterprise Funds, which comprise approximately 75 percent of the budget, 
show growth. Electric and Water-Wastewater base service revenue projections 
are up 4% and 2%, respectively. Brackenridge Hospital projects 2% growth. 
Cooperative efforts have allowed us to: 

:l Budget for improved customer service while maintaining stable 
Electric and Water-Wastewater rates. 

~ Position Brackenridge Hospital for continued, long-term 
improvements while providing for immediate improvements in 
patient services. 

c Privatize Solid Waste services in a newly annexed area pilot program. 
c Provide funding for the in-house project management of an expanded 

or new Airport u determined by the City Council site selection. 

Additional positions are included in £ntupris1 Furuls due to an expanding 
utilities customer base, a projected inaease in patient days at Brackenridge 
Hospital and the opening of the new Convention Center on July 4, 1992. 

The options document for the C11pit1d Budglt is now before the Planning 
Commission for consideration. This document identifies FY 1991·92 projects 
totalling 5262 million. Identified General Fund projects total 582 million. 
Enterprise Fund projects total $180 million. 

.r~~~"~'m~i'~w~'~LU~'~"L------------------------------------------T-2 
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The majority of these capital projects are funded by current revenues, previous 
bond sales and state contributions. Additionally, we anticipate the sale of 525 
million in General Obligation bonds and S27 million in Revenue Bonds for 
\Vater and Wastewater utility projects. Critical capital improvements, such as 
t:-affic signals, street construction and park and library improvements highlight 
the need for a bond election in FY 1991·92. 

Local Economic Update 
Projections call for economic expansion over the next few years, with anticipated 
population and employment increases. Austin ranked ninth among U.S. real 
estate growth markets in a recent nationwide study by Ernst & Young. 

Tax calc-..!ations are based on values on the roils January 1, therefore, current 
market improvements will not affect property tax revenue in the coming fiscal 
year. We will receive a certified tax roll on July 2S and anticipate a property 
valuation of 517.2 billion, approximately the same as last year. 

The following chart provides an assessed valuation perspective. 

I lllliona 
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Assessed Valuation in Billions of Dollars 
(Current and Projected) 
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Property Tax Bate: Cuucnt PJ. Efi«tjpc 
When property values decline, property tax revenues decline unless a city 
applies the effective tax rate. Till cfl«tiw propnty tu rat1 is th1 ,.,, at which • 
city must taz to rcaliu the SIJml '"""u' it gennatlll on property listed on the 
prior year's tt% role. 
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Consider the following: 

o The projected 1991 property valuation is $17.2 billion. 
o The current flzz r11te of $.5695, which is the basis of this draft Policy 

Budget, will generate $96.2 million. Approximately $45.9 million of 
that revenue will be applied to debt service. 

o Taxing at the effecti'De rate of $.5847 would produce $2.6 million in 
additional revenue. nus increase is due, in part, to annexations and 
new construction. 

Even .,..;th the effective taz rate the City could not generate the same revenues 
received in FY 1987-88 prior to FY 1995-96. The graph following illustrates the 
impact of not having maintained the effectiw tu rate since FY 1987-88. 
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- Actual - Effective Rate 
SOUIItCE: City of Austin "nanctal ..,.._ieel O.paMIMI 

£xpen d i tures 
To keep this draft Policy Budget in balance while assuming the current tax rate, 
we have emphasized the maintenance of public safety and health services, 
required departments for the third year in a row to absorb inflation, and 
incorporated stringent cost-saving measures, including: 

c Elimination of capital and other one-time expenditures. 
o Elimination of planned, but not yet initiated, new programs, such as 

the North Austin .Medical Assistance Program {MAP) Clinic. 
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:1 Eliminati~n of current services and programs, such as targeted Public 
Information services for General Fund departments; Air Quality 
P:-ogr.am; Denture Pr~gram enha~cements; Long-Range Planning 
Function; ~ounted Pohce Patrols; Clty support for Shakespeare in the 
Park and Summer Musical Program; Security Guards at the ~unidpal 
Building and Annex replaced by card security system. 

:1 Budget reductions ranging from 0.5% to 4.9%. 

~ Fire, 0.5% reduction 
:l Health, 2% 

:1 Parks and Recreation, 2% 

Q Police, 1% reduction 
~ Libraries, 2% 

Q All Other, 4.9% 

Summary of Key Issues & Assumptions 
During the budget process, the City Council will make decisions that hinge on 
assumptions made in this Policy Budget. Twelve key issues and assumptions 
incorporated in this budget follow. 

1. Property Taz RAtt. 
:l Current tax rate of $.5695. 
::l . Tax increase of one cent would produce $1.7 million. 
:1 Assumption of the effective tax rate of $.5847 would produce an 

additional $2.6 million. 

2. Enterprist Fund Ratts and Fes. 
:1 No electric, water or wastewater rate increases. 
::l User fee increases, including the residential Solid Waste and 

Landfill fees, Drainage fee, Anti-Litter fee and Brackenridge Hospital 
rates. 

3. Customer Sert1ice Improt1mrent StrtJttgia. 
:1 Employee training funded at PY 1990-91levels. 
o Quality improvement projects emphasize administrative cost· 

cutting. 

4. Employtt Waga aretl Btretfit Inti.. 
o $3.6 million inaease for health insurance for all City funds. 
~ $3.4 million inaease for Workers Compensation for all City funds. 
o $1.4 million inaease for mandatory wage requirements for Police 

and Fue. 
o Compensation Plan under development. 

5. Fees. 
o Transportation fee incorporated, Sl million projected revenues. 
o Hazardous Materials fee inaeased, $5,000 projected revenues. 
o Emergency Medical Services (EMS) Basic Life Support fee inaeased, 

$50,000 projected revenues. 
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60 Environm~ntal Programs. 
$6.9 million increase for Water Quality programs. Watershed 
management activities include urban water quality retrofits ($5

0

6 
million) and storm sewer improvements ($1.3 million) . These 
improvements will be funded by the Drainage fee. 

7. Utility Transfers. 
o Electric Utility transfer increase is $4.4 million. 
:l Water and Wastewater Utility transfer increase is $5.1 million. 

8° Funding for Deferred lnf1tstmtnts. 
Policy Budget includes $2.9 million for street maintenance, but does 
not include 0 funding for other deferred investments, including the 
remainder of recommended street maintenance projects, critical 
building maintenance projects and recommended vehicle and other 
capital acquisitions. 

9. Public Safety Funding. 
Policy Budget does not include funding for additional police officers, 
firefighters and EMS equipment. 

10. Youth at Risk Programs. 
Policy Budget includes no funding above current levels. 

11. Brackenridge Hospit1d. 
Policy Budget includes $250,000 in additional funding for 
uncompensated care. 

12. Bonod Salts. 
Policy Budget assumes a continued $2S million cap on General 
Obligation bond sales and identifies the need for new authorization. 

Cooperative Efforts 
This balanced policy budget incorporates actions and ideas proposed by many. A 
summary follows. 

Mayor and City Council 
Since we began budget discussions earlier this year, the City Coundl has: 

:l Directed that all costs benefitting Enterprise Funds be charged to 
Enterprise Funds. 

o Changed the Financial Polides to allow for inaeased utility transfers. 

o Consistently opposed waiving fees. 
o Enhanced revenues by inaeasing fees. 
:l Encouraged savings through alternative approaches, including the 

privatization of services and consolidation of functions. 
o Supported state legislation for the Health Services Financial District 

initiative and amendments to the Cooperative Purchasing Ad. 
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~ Addr~ssed .the . critical str~t maintenance issue by supporting state 
enabhng legislation an~ seek1n~ a 1 I 4 cent s.al~s tax increase from Capitol 
Metro. Revenue potential: Maxunum 541 .aulhon over 5 years to address 
our current street maintenance backlog. 

:l Approved much of this year's budget contingency plan, leading us to a 
larger beginning balance. 

C:'ty WorForce 

In ~arch, the financial issue paper documented budget issues and initiated the 
budget preparation process. Also in March, six employee focus groups were 
formed to identify: 

:J Cost saving potentials. 
:J Revenue opportunities. 
:J Consolidation and privatization potentials. 
:J ~ethods of financing continued investment in the workforce. 
:J Performance benchmarks. 
:l Efficient and effective methods of communicating budget issues. 

Thus far, the work of the focus groups has: 
:1 Brought recent fee inaease recommendations to the City Council 

agenda. 
:J Identified the two departmental consolidations incorporated in this 

Policy Budget and additional consolidation potentials now under 
study. 

:J Identified privatization opportunities incorporated in this Policy 
Budget. They include: 
:~ City employee uniforms and alterations. 
:l Dental Care services. 
:l Production and dupHcation of keys. 
a Routine vehicle mainten~Jtce services. 
:J Office supply purchases through stockless purchasing contract. 
:~ Just in Time delivery and supply of pharmaceuticals at Health 

and Human Services Department. 

These groups will remain intact and at work . throughout the budget process. 
Work plans include· identification of anticipated cost savings and establishment 
of savings evaluation systems. 

In addition, I asked the entire City workforce for budget and cost-saving ideas. To 
date, nearly 500 employees have responded. Some of these cost-saving ideas have 
been implemented, some are incorporated in this draft Policy Budget, while 
others are under consideration for inclusion in the final proposed budget 
package. 
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Austin Community 
Community individuals and groups, including City boards and commissions, 
have provided ideas incorporated in this Policy Budget. The Planning 
Commission continues work toward recommendations for the proposed Capital 
Budget. All boards and commissions will review this Policy Budget over the next 
few weeks. 

The budget communication plan calls for active solicitation of communitv 
comments and ideas through October. Programs include: · 

:J Shopping Mall information booth on this Policy Budget and City 
services. 

o Channel 6 budget information programs. 

o Speakers Bureau composed of City budget resource experts. 

~ Public Hearings on the proposed budget. 

o Distribution of informational materials at facilities throughout the 
community and in conjunction with the budget Speakers Bureau. 

Toward a Consensus Budret 
This draft Policy Budget doses the General Fund gap and funds basic services 
essential to the City of Austin's long-term commitment to: 

o Focus on customer service. 
o In vest in the workforce. 
o U ve within our means. 

At the current tax rate - as assumed in this document - adequate funding is not 
included for many important programs and projects in both the General Fund 
and Capital budgets. Each additional one cent tax inaease produces $1.7 million. 
Taxing at the effective rate would provide an additional $2.6 million to fund 
programs, including: 

c Youth at Risk, $1.7 million 
c 47 Police Officers and Equipment, $1.7 miWon 
c EMS Equipment ($248,000) and defibrillators ($200,000) 
c North Austin MAP Clinic, $750,000 

c AIDS Drup Program. St.e,ooo 
c Enhanced Denture Prosnm to reduce backlos to 12 months, 5170,000 
c Adequate comp.nsation for the workforce 
c Traffic Signall, $1.5 millian 
c Building Maintenance Repairs, $1.5 million 
c Ubrary Roof Repairs, $2.50,000 
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o Additional Vehicle Acquisition of $6.8 million or increased Fleet 
Maintenance of $1.3 million 

o Emma Long Park Septic System, $250,000 
o Ubrary Computer System, Sl million 
:l Computer Software: Payroll; Purchasing and Inventory Management; 

Fleet ~fanagement 

I appreciate the cooperative efforts that earned Austin an All America City title 
and balanced this Policy Budget. It is this team approach that will shape a 
consensus budget that best serves our customers and provides for the future of 
our city. 

I look forward to working with you, the City workforce and the Austin 
community toward that end. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/~~~/ 
Camille Cates Barnett, Ph.D. 
City ~anager 
City of Austin, Texas . 

-

• 
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Parks and Recreation -1991-92 

1989-90 1990-91 1990-91 1991-92 
Actual Amended Estimate• Proposed• 

Revenues $2,808,495 $2,308,125 $2,350,000 $2,390,000 

Total Requirements $16,180,789 $16,114,217 $15,970,000 $15,790,000 

Full-time Equivalents (FTEs) 395.75 377.50 377.50 368.00 

•Rounds to nearest $10,000 

Department Services 

The Parks and Recreation Department protects and enhances the City's recreational resources and 
ensures access to a variety of quality services, settings, facilities and leisure opportunities for the 
residents of Austin and its visitors. The department provides the following services: 

Recreation programs - a myriad of recreation and social services through recreation centers, 
senior activity centers, services through recreation centers, senior activity centers, swimming 
facilities, playgrounds, and athletic leagues. 

Cultural programs - through museums, an arts center, a nature center, a living history farm, 
outdoor events, and the administration of cultural contracts. 

Construction and maintenance - construction of new parks and facilities, the maintenance and 
repair of grounds, buildings and other park structures, street right-of-ways, vacant City-owned 
surplus property, and the removal of sight obstructions along street intersections. 

Planning and design - support for plaming, acquisition, and design of new parks and facilities. 

Park safety - safety and enlorc:ement in parks and facilities. 



Parks and Recreation -1991-92 highlights 

Youth-at-Risk 

5000 
.!i 4000 = :..3((() 
] 20C() ... rr. 1000 

0~~==------~-Extended 
Program 
Hours 

Sports Arts Nature Community 
Enrichment 

• Current Level 0 Proposed 1992 • Proposed 1992 w I 
Enhancements 

The proposed budpt: 

Maintains the ~t level of funding for youth at-risk programs. 
Continues to improve the quality of maintenance and service in the Aquatics Unit. 
Increases foot and bicycle patrols hours on the hike and bike trails to 130 hours per month. 
Increases boat patrol on Lake Austin by reassigning a Park Police officer to this patrol. 
Absorbs increased cost of meals for Senior Nutrition Program due to the increased cost of providing 
meals by Brackenridge Hospital. 
Continues to address the issue of Oak WUt throughout the Oty. 

Consolidates the facility Construction Unit and Planning and Design 
Eliminates two FTEs &om the administrative section of the Senior Program. 
Transfers funding for trees and funding for one position &om the General Fund to the PIIJnting fur 
tht fut~Jrt fund. 

Reduces replacement vehicle purchaes. 
Absorbs inaeases in vehlde and ndlo maintmanc:e. 
Reduces hours of operadcn at recreation centers during low periods of usage. 
Eliminates 6 Fl'Es in the Office of the Director and eliminates the Parks and Rec:rution warehouse. 

Eliminates 1.s ms in the Horticulture Program. 
Transfen Claims and Damages funding &om the Law Department to Parks and Recreation. 



1 , Parks and Recreation-1991-92 issues 

So Funding for Enhanced YoQth At·lilk 
Program~ 

lssut: Healthy leisure time activities are essentiaJ 
to th! development of youth into productive 
adults. Pa..rks and Re<:reation provides activities 
that help youth grow in self~steem as well as leam 
social skills and positive outlets for expression. 
Austin's youth, in particular youth at-risk, need to 
develop physically, mentally and emotionally 
through recreation. Currently, over 5,000 youth­
at-risk are benefiting from programs in sports, 
visual and performing arts, tutoring and nature 
high adventure through department programs. 
Increasing the funding for youth at-risk programs 
by $100,000 will enable Parks and Recreation to 
continue to serve as a provider of additional 
youth-at-risk programs. 

RecommmdatiDrr: Increase funding for youth at-risk 
programs by 5100,000. 

Impact 
Revenues 
Expenditures 

1992 
so 

$100,000 

1993 
so 

$100,000 

So Funding for Dredging Buton Sprinp Pool 
and for Aquatics Maintenance and Safety 
Improvementa 

Issut: Periodically, the Barton Sprinp Pool floods , 
filling the pool with gravel and sUt. Silt build-up 
is a severe safety hazard u it cantributa ID tlw 
high turbidity level in the pool. Turbicllty .-aitl · 
in decreased visibility in the poal. INidna 
guarding lives more difficult. In order ID provide 
a safe, healthy and enjoyable swilnlninf 
experience, it is necessary ID dredp thl pool an a 
bi-annual basis. Failure to dredp dw pool wiD 
result in additional pool dosunl, which wiD 
impact revenues and could jeopardize dwllle and 
safety of swimmers. The dredginl operadan wiD 
cost $35,000. 

The following items totaling S189,ef have bem 
ident:ilied u critical needs in the aquaticl propun 

to address safety and maintenance issues: 
Conv.ersion of gas. chlorinating systems to liquid 
chlonne systems 1n 14 pools; safety equipment 
vacuums to provide daily cleaning; controUers to 
safely adjust water chemistry levels; CPR training 
equipment; three additional six month seasonal 
pool mechanics and rental of two pickup trucks to 
supplement existing maintenance personnel. 

With the conversion of 10 fill and draw pools to 
recirculating systems, the addition of Dittmar in 
1988, Balcones in 1987 and Canyon Vista in 1985, 
a.nd the elimination of two maintenance workers in 
1985-86, staff is unable to maintain existing pools. 
Currently, all maintenance between mid·May a.nd 
mid-September is crisis driven These items would 
be used to improve Wl!ty and maintenance at 
pools city·wide. 

Rteom~ Inaea.se funding by $35,000 to 
dredge ButDn Springs Pool on a biannual basis 
and fund $189,454 in aquatics maintenance and 
safety improvements not included in the proposed 
1991·92 budget. 

Impact 
Revenues 
Expenditures 

1992 
so 

$225,61 

1993 
so 

$189,454 

No FuncUas for Maintmance of New facilitiH 
Comms On LiB• ia 1991-92 and for Existi.fts 
FaciUty lmpro• .. _.. 

laue Since 1985, the Parks and Recreation 
Departmlnt hal nat received an inaease in 
funding b park 01 facility maintenance, despite 
inaeases In dw acreap and the number of 
fadlitle to be maintained. M a result, the level of 
maintenance hal studily bee\ reduced. Without 
an increue in funding b the new sites coming an 
U.. In 1991·92, already committed funds would 
have tD be rulJocated tD maintain these sita The 
result wouJcl be a furtJwr reductian in the level of 
maintenanc:e at aD parks dty-wide. 

The EUstwt Nq Mywvm is CIIW of Austin's major 
historic/tourist attractioN and is valued in excess 
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$4 millim. Preservation ardtitects and engineers 
have recommended that measures be taken 
immediately to protect th• original floors in the 
studio and the erosion of the grounds along Waller 
Creek at an estimated cost of Sl30,<D>. 

The 0 Henry \fu:;eym is an historic attraction 
near the new convention center. The building's 
exterior is in a rapid state of deterioration. The 
restoration of this site would require $115,000, 
which includes a preservation study. 

The Carver My:;eym is an important cu..ltural 
facility serving East Austin. The tar and gravel 
roof and heating/ventilation and air conditioning 
system are approximately 12 years old, are starting 
to deteriorate and need to be repLaced. 
Additionally, the lack of adequate storage space is 
hindering programming. It is estimated that these 
renovations would cost $65,000. 

Issue: Emma tong Metro Park is an 1,108 aae 
park, providing camping, boating and other 
recreational activities. The septic sewer system at 
Emma Long Metro Park has been inoperable since 
February 1, 1991. This has resulted in the dosure 
of the park's bath house and permanent restrooms, 
restricted the operations and use of the food 
concession operation and the resident c:an!talcer's 
house. To bring the system into compliance with 
health regulations is antidpated to cost 5215,000. 
Funding to replace this sewer system il not 
included in the 1991·92 proposed budget. 

Recommt1Wtim1: Increase fundins b the 
operations and mainteNnce of newly developed 
parkland and facilities by 5209,606. fund 1310,000 
for improvements at the Ney, Carnr lnd 
O.Henry museums and fund 5215,000 tD repllc:e 
the sewer system at Emma Lena Park. 

Impact 
Revenues 
Expenditures 

1992 
so 

$134,606 

1993 
so 

$209,606 

No Funding for PropoHd Reduction of 
Recreation Center Hou.n of Operation 

Issue The budget includes reducing hou~ of 
operations by an average of seven hours per week 
during periods of low usage at the City's fourtee1 
reaeation centers. Weekend hours would be 
reduced at Dittmar, Givens, Hancock, Dotbe 
Jordan, Northwest, McBeth, Austin Recreation, 
Parque Z.Vagoza, Montopolis, Pan American and 
South Austin Recreation Centers. Morning and 
midday hours would be reduced at Alamo and 
Rosewood. Evening hours would be reduced at 
Metz. The hours proposed to be eliminated are 
primarily during open·play hours and periods of 
low use. 

Rtcommmhti.on: Restore funding for Reaeation 
Center Hours. 

Impact 
Revenues 
Expenditures 

1992 
so 

$58,726 

1993 
so 

SS8,726 
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Rzot'ff'IU Changes Doll an 

1 l.ncrease adult entry fee at Barton Springs Pool $28,000 

2 Increase adult entry fee at Municipal Pools S23,.539 

3 Increase adult swim tickets at Barton Springs Pool $7,193 

4 Increase adult swim tickets at Municipal Pools SS,685 

s Increase rental fee at Zilker Clubhouse S16,600 

6 Eliminate revenues associated with the rental of ($21..250) 
Auditorium Shores as a result of the Aquaiest contract 

E.rpenditur• Changes 

1 Reduce funding for Community Education by 15% ($51,891) 

2 Absorb increase in meal cost and salaries for the Senior 565.220 
Luncheon Program 

3 Continue to seek funding for Trail of Ughts through ($31,00)) 
private donations 

4 Provide full year funding for the 1990-91 reclassificatioN $33,.516 
appeals 

5 Eliminate 2 administrative FrEs in the Senior l'rop'am (S32,Q22) (2.00) 

6 Eliminate funding for Shakespeare in the Park and the (516,600) 
Summer Musical programs. These programs recl!ive 
substantial funding from other private and public IOUI'Cel 

7 Transfer funding for trees &om the Ceneral Fund to the ($.5,00}) 
Planting for the Future Trust and Agency PUftd 

8 Transfer fundlng for full-time tree plantinl position &om ($22,466) 
the General Fund to the Pllntlns a the future Trust and 
Agency Fund 

9 Reduce hours of operatians at recruticln centen dUJ'inl ($58,126) 
low periods of usap 
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10 Reduce replacement vehicle purchases 

11 Eliminate 6 FTE.s, four of which perfonn administntive 
duties in the Office of the Director and the Parks and 
Recreation warehouse 

U Absorb increases for vehicle and radio maintenance 

13 Eliminate l.S FTEs (Landscape Technicians) in the 
Horticulture Program 

14 Transfers Claims and Damages funding to Parks and 
Recreation &om the Law Depa.n:ment 

15 Consolidates all ~lated drainage activities by moving 
expenses from the Parks and Recreation Department 
program to the Drainage Fund 

61 

{S60,6J.4) 

{$158,4.59) 

$83,050 

{$32,.339) 

~,650 

{S38,841) 

(6.0) 

(1.5) 
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Golj-1991-92 

1989-90 1990-91. 199().91 1991-92 
Actual Amended Estimate• Proposed• 

Revenues 51,977,730 51,929,000 51.960,000 S2.200,000 

Requinmenta 51,893,106 51,767,406 51,920,000 S2.040.000 

Full-time Equinlenta (FTE.a) 27.00 27.00 27.00 27.00 

•Rounds to nurest 510,000 

Department Services 

The Golf Enterprise Fund of the Paries and Recreation Department provides full service golf courses to 
the public. It utilizes contract professionals and food and beverage concessionaires to provide programs 
and club house s.ervices, while using dty staff to provide ~If coune maintenance. The current emphasis 
is on continuing to improve customer service and upgrade the appearance and maintenance of the 
courses. 

The courses provide full service golf shops offering merchandise, golf carts and lessons; driving ranges 
and practice areas; and food and beverage cxmcessions. The golf shop staff collect fees, organizes play, 
and services tournaments and c:Wly play. 1bt maintenance of the courses is kept to professional 
standards in spite of the extremely high level of stress placed on the courses from high dell'W\d. 
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$10.00 

$9.50 

$9.00 

sa .so 

$8.00 

57.50 
1989-90 

The proposed budset: 

Revenue per Round 

Amended 1990-91 Estimated 1990-91 

Increases emphasis on staff training, both technical and managerial. 
Irutiates a trail fee for private golf carts. 

Provides adequate fund.ing for maintaininl current level of lei'Yice. 
Provides a summer golf program specificaDy targeted at Youth at Rlslc. 

131 

Proposed 1991·92 
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Funding Included for Youth at Riak Golf 
Program 

Issue: The proposed budget implements~ youth at 
risk summer golf program that begins at the 
recreation centers and ttlen provides dubs, lessons 
and p laying privileges at the courses. 

Funding Included for Inaeue in f••• 
!sSTJr. Since the City of Austin golf courses are 
operating at close to capacity at present, additional 
revenues can only be produced by inaeases in 
fees. As such, to continue to provide the current 
level of service and maintenance requires an 
increase of 51.00 per round for ~dults, and SO.!O 
for juniors and seniors. Proportional inaeases wiD 
be required for annual cards. 

In addition, the current budget proposes to ctwge 
Sl.OO per round for the use of a private cart an the 
City courses. This will· allow higher levels of 
maintenance to repair damage from the wear 
cause by high cart traffic. 

Funding Included for Cost Incnue ift CUiftllt 
level of Service• 

lssut Until two yean ~go, vehiclel were 
maintained and replaced annu.ally throup tlw 
Vehicle Replacement fund. It wu elilninaMd 
requiring that the Golf Fund budpt far Ylhide 
replacement on an annual basis. nu incrale 
replacement cost from approxilnatllly $50,000 pll' 
year to $130,000 in the C\ll"r8'lt ,.u. 

The Jimmy Clay Coif Course now Ulll potlble 
water for irrigatian. While tM divisiaft ia 
proposing an effluent line from South Auldn 
Regional Wastewatlll' Plant tD the c:oane. 
additional funds ue required to cover thl calli ol 
water in the current year and to J.ilGw debt -~-a 
to be paid on that line in future yean. 

R~ommm.d.JUion: Approval of the proposed budget 
will address all of the above issues. 
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Golj-1991-92 major funding changes 

~msu Changes 

1 Additional revenue from fee inaeases 

2 Trail fee for the use of private carts on course of $1.00 per 
round 

Erpmditsltt Ch1111ps 

1 lnaeases the commitment to staff training 

2 Replaces maintenance related vehicles 

3 Restores funding for water to levels adequate to maintain 
Jimmy Clay Golf Course 

4 Adds a fully-funded Youth at Risk golf program 

5 Fee Changes 

Cunz:nt&c Empoud&c 
AdW1 
Weekday 9.00 /Round $10.00 /Round 
Weekends/ 
Holidays 9.!0/Round $10.!0 /Round 
Eveninp 7.!0/Round 8.50 /Round 
Short Round 
(Hancock Only) 5.00/Round 5.!0/Round 

bmia:~~m: 
Senior Weekday 5.25/Round 5.1! /Round 
Junior Weekday 4.00 /Round 4.!0 /Round 

Cumru&e Empmedfee 

Individual 450/yeu $500 /yeu 
2 member Family $620/,., $100 /yur 
Senior S235 /year 5260/yur 
Senior (Couple) $320/yeu $355/yar 
CoUep 

$185/yar Coli Team $165 /ytar 
JWlior $155 /yeu $115/yur 
Junior (Swnzner) $40 /ytar $50 /yur 

13-t 

T;>ollua 

$220,000 

$18,000 

$2,000 

$130,~ 

$35,000 

$8,000 
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Softball-1991-92 

1989-90 199o.91 1990-91 1991-92 
Actual Amended Estim.tte• Proposed• 

Revenues SS91,186 $640,569 $600,(00 S680,0CO 

Requiremena $548,817 $635,731 SS90,0CO 5680.000 

Full-time Eqwva.lena <FTEI) 9.00 9.00 9.00 9.00 

•Rounds to neuest 510,.000 

Department Servius 

The Softball Enterprise Fund of the Parks and Recreation Department provides full services related to the 
Softball Program from scheduling leagues and tournaments to the corresponding maintenance needed to 
support these functions. The current emphasis is to continue to improve customer service through 
additional fadlity amenities and improved appearance and maintenance of the fields. 

The Softball Program provides a year-round schedule of leagues and tournaments. The maintenance of 
the fields (infields and outfields) is kept to professional standards in spite of the extremely high level of 
wear and tear placed on the fields from the high demand. 
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Participants/Spectators 

S40,COO 

800,000 

760,000 

720,CXX) 

680,000 ...._ ___________________ _ 

Actual 
1989-90 

Amended 
1990-91 

Estimated 
1990-91 

Inaeases emphasis on the turf management program. 

Proposed 
1991-92 

Improves customer satisfaction by providing needed facility improvements such as playgroWld 
shade structure, and maintenance compounds. 

Provides adequ•te funding to maintain current level of services. 
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2.100 T 

2.:>50 i 
2000 

1 950 t 

Tums 

::j 
.500 ~-----------

Aet1Jal 
198~90 

.Atnencled Esbmac.d Pro~ 
1990-91 1911C>I1 1111-ft 

FUJ'\d.ing for Services Demanded by Playen 

Issue: The success of the softball program depends 
on customer satisfaction with services w 
maintenance. Quality services at a reasonable 
price will encourage team pa.rtidpation and 
adequate revenues. In order to provide the 
improved level of maintenance being demanded 
by the playen, the expenditure budget must be at 
a level to meet those additional service needs. 

The focus of the proposed budget is to improve 
the turf quality and overall maintenance of the 
fields and to improve the appearance of the Krieg 
fields with a playground, sW15CftSW and 
maintenance area. 

Recommmdation: Approval of the proposed budpt 
will address all of the above islua. 
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Reor:ruu Cltang~s 

Increase from outfield advertising contract 

E:rpenditur~ Changes 

1 Increases fc;>r turf maintenance program 

2 Replaces capital equipment 

3 Increases for facility improvements 
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$33,500 

SS,CXX> 

S9,600 

S20,CXX> 

FTEa 
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Tennis-1991-92 

1989-90 199()..91 199()..91 1991-92 
Act1W Amended Estimate• Proposed• 

Revenues $170,588 s1n,929 $170,000 S180,0CO 

Requirements $170,469 $195..2.59 5190,000 S180.0CO 

Full·time Equiv.tlents (fTEa) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

•Rounds to neuest 510,000 

Department Services 

The Tennis Enterprise Fund of the Parks and Recreation Department maintains 4 tennis centers (Caswell, 
Pharr, South Austin, and Austin High). Tennis programs and services are provided by contract pre> 
mat\agers. Services include instruction, leagues, tournaments and special events. All funds are derived 
from user fees charged to participants for services provided. The fadlity maintenance associated with 
operating the centers is provided by staff of the Parks and Recreation Department through the Tennis 
Enterprise Fund. 

139 



, 
Tennis-1991-92 highlights 

60,000 

SQ,C(() 

40,000 

30,000 

20,000 

Tennis Participants 

..:. 

10,000 ...,_ _______ .,_ ______ ---4~------_.,. 

o~------------------------------
1989·90 Amended 19~91 Estimated 1990-91 Proposed 1991·92 

-•·- Participants- Juniors --o-- Parddpants -Seniors I 

The proposed budget: 

lnaeases annual card fees 

Cunoent 
Adult 5100 
Senior 5100 

Summer Junior S22 

Proposed 
5200 
51.25 
535 

Generates revenues sufficient to cover clirect operating costs only 
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Tennis-1991-92 issues 

Tennis Fund not able to operate u True 
Enterprise Fund 

Issue: The City of Austin tennis centers are funded 
through the Parks and Recreation Department 
Tennis Enterprise Fund. As an enterprise fund, 
the tennis centers should operate exclusively with 
~ generated by the centers. Historically, the 
fund has only been capable of recovering direct 
costs and not major maintenance required by the 
centers such as court resurfacing and building 
renovation. 

The proposed budget is designed to meet the 
direct cost requirement by the fund but not the 
general fund transfer or court resurfacing. 

The proposed budget includes an inaease in 
annual caret fees to bring the cost i.n·line with 
current coW't fees. 

Recommendation: .Approve the proposed budget. 
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Tennis-1991-92 major funding changes 

Increase the Tennis Annual Card Fee 

Purchase of two ice machines for usweU and Pharr Tennis 
Centers eliminating S1,600 in ice purchases next year 
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Doll an fTEa 

$360.00 

53,400 




